Search for a Higgs boson produced in association with a \u3ci\u3eZ\u3c/i\u3e boson in \u3ci\u3epp̅\u3c/i\u3e collisions by Abazov, V. M. et al.
University of Nebraska - Lincoln 
DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln 
Gregory Snow Publications Research Papers in Physics and Astronomy 
November 2007 
Search for a Higgs boson produced in association with a Z boson 
in pp ̅ collisions 
V. M. Abazov 
Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna, Russia 
Kenneth A. Bloom 
University of Nebraska - Lincoln, kbloom2@unl.edu 
Gregory Snow 
University of Nebraska - Lincoln, gsnow1@unl.edu 
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/physicssnow 
 Part of the Physics Commons 
Abazov, V. M.; Bloom, Kenneth A.; and Snow, Gregory, "Search for a Higgs boson produced in association 
with a Z boson in pp ̅ collisions" (2007). Gregory Snow Publications. 31. 
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/physicssnow/31 
This Article is brought to you for free and open access by the Research Papers in Physics and Astronomy at 
DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln. It has been accepted for inclusion in Gregory Snow Publications 
by an authorized administrator of DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln. 
Published in Physics Letters B 655:5–6, (November 8, 2007), pp. 209–216; doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2007.08.070 
Copyright © 2007 Elsevier B.V. Used by permission. http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/03702693 
Submitted April 17, 2007; revised July 16, 2007; accepted August 2, 2007; published online September 6, 2007.
Search for a Higgs boson produced in association 
with a Z boson in pp‾ collisions
DØ Collaboration
V.M. Abazovai, B. Abbottbw, M. Abolinsbm, B.S. Acharyaab, M. Adamsay, T. Adamsaw, E. Aguiloe, S.H. 
Ahnad, M. Ahsanbg, G.D. Alexeevai, G. Alkhazovam, A. Altonbl, 1, G. Alversonbk, G.A. Alvesb, M. 
Anastasoaieah, L.S. Ancuah, T. Andeenba, S. Andersonas, B. Andrieup, M.S. Anzelcba, Y. Arnoudm, M. 
Arovbh, M. Arthaudq, A. Askewaw, B. Åsmanan, A.C.S. Assis Jesusc, O. Atramentovaw, C. Autermannt, C. 
Avilag, C. Ayw, F. Badaudl, A. Badenbi, L. Bagbyaz, B. Baldinax, D.V. Bandurinbg, P. Banerjeeab, S. 
Banerjeeab, E. Barberisbk, A.-F. Barfussn, P. Bargassacb, P. Baringerbf, J. Barretob, J.F. Bartlettax, U. 
Basslerp, D. Baueraq, S. Bealee, A. Beanbf, M. Begallic, M. Begelbs, C. Belanger-Champagnean, L. 
Bellantoniax, A. Bellavanceax, J.A. Benitezbm, S.B. Beriz, G. Bernardip, R. Bernhardv, L. Berntzonn, I. 
Bertramap, M. Besançonq, R. Beuselinckaq, V.A. Bezzuboval, P.C. Bhatax, V. Bhatnagarz, C. Biscarats, G. 
Blazeyaz, F. Blekmanaq, S. Blessingaw, D. Blochr, K. Bloombo, A. Boehnleinax, D. Bolinebj, T.A. Boltonbg, 
G. Borissovap, K. Bosag, T. Boseby, A. Brandtbz, R. Brockbm, G. Brooijmansbr, A. Brossax, D. Brownbz, N.J. 
Buchananaw, D. Buchholzba, M. Buehlercc, V. Buescheru, S. Burdinap, 2, S. Burkeas, T.H. Burnettcd, C.P. 
Buszelloaq, J.M. Butlerbj, P. Calfayanx, S. Calvetn, J. Camminbs, S. Caronag, W. Carvalhoc, B.C.K. Caseyby, 
N.M. Casonbc, H. Castilla-Valdezaf, S. Chakrabartiq, D. Chakrabortyaz, K. Chane, K.M. Chanbc, A. 
Chandraav, F. Charlesr, E. Cheuas, F. Chevallierm, D.K. Chobj, S. Choiae, B. Choudharyaa, L. Christofekby, T. 
Christoudiasaq, S. Cihangirax, D. Claesbo, B. Clémentr, C. Clémentan, Y. Coadoue, M. Cookecb, W.E. 
Cooperax, M. Corcorancb, F. Coudercq, M.-C. Cousinoun, S. Crépé-Renaudinm, D. Cuttsby, M. Ćwiokac, H. 
da Mottab, A. Dasbj, G. Daviesaq, K. Debz, P. de Jongag, S.J. de Jongah, E. De La Cruz-Burelobl, C. De 
Oliveira Martinsc, J.D. Degenhardtbl, F. Déliotq, M. Demarteauax, R. Deminabs, D. Denisovax, S.P. 
Denisoval, S. Desaiax, H.T. Diehlax, M. Diesburgax, A. Dominguezbo, H. Dongbt, L.V. Dudkoak, L. Dufl oto, 
S.R. Dugadab, D. Dugganaw, A. Duperrinn, J. Dyerbm, A. Dyshkantaz, M. Eadsbo, D. Edmundsbm, J. Ellisonav, 
V.D. Elviraax, Y. Enariby, S. Enobi, P. Ermolovak, H. Evansbb, A. Evdokimovbu, V.N. Evdokimoval, A.V. 
Ferapontovbg, T. Ferbelbs, F. Fiedlerx, F. Filthautah, W. Fisherax, H.E. Fiskax, M. Fordar, M. Fortneraz, H. 
Foxv, S. Fuax, S. Fuessax, T. Gadfortcd, C.F. Galeaah, E. Gallasax, E. Galyaevbc, C. Garciabs, A. Garcia-
Bellidocd, V. Gavrilovaj, P. Gayl, W. Geistr, D. Gelér, C.E. Gerberay, Y. Gershteinaw, D. Gillberge, G. 
Gintherbs, N. Golluban, B. Gómezg, A. Goussioubc, P.D. Grannisbt, H. Greenleeax, Z.D. Greenwoodbh, E.M. 
Gregoresd, G. Greniers, Ph. Grisl, J.-F. Grivazo, A. Grohsjeanx, S. Grünendahlax, M.W. Grünewaldac, F. 
Guobt, J. Guobt, G. Gutierrezax, P. Gutierrezbw, A. Haasbr, N.J. Hadleybi, P. Haefnerx, S. Hagopianaw, J. 
Haleybp, I. Hallbw, R.E. Hallau, L. Hanf, K. Hanagakiax, P. Hanssonan, K. Harderar, A. Harelbs, R. 
Harringtonbk, J.M. Hauptmanbe, R. Hauserbm, J. Haysaq, T. Hebbekert, D. Hedinaz, J.G. Hegemanag, J.M. 
Heinmilleray, A.P. Heinsonav, U. Heintzbj, C. Henselbf, K. Hernerbt, G. Heskethbk, M.D. Hildrethbc, R. 
209
210 DØ COLLABORATION: ABAZOV ET AL. IN PHYSICS LETTERS B 655 (2007), 
Hiroskycc, J.D. Hobbsbt,*, B. Hoeneisenk, H. Hoethy, M. Hohlfeldu, S.J. Hongad, R. Hooperby, S. 
Hossainbw, P. Houbenag, Y. Hubt, Z. Hubaceki, V. Hynekh, I. Iashvilibq, R. Illingworthax, A.S. Itoax, S. 
Jabeenbj, M. Jaffréo, S. Jainbw, K. Jakobsv, C. Jarvisbi, R. Jesikaq, K. Johnsas, C. Johnsonbr, M. Johnsonax, A. 
Jonckheereax, P. Jonssonaq, A. Justeax, D. Käfert, S. Kahnbu, E. Kajfaszn, A.M. Kalininai, J.M. Kalkbh, J.R. 
Kalkbm, S. Kapplert, D. Karmanovak, J. Kasperbj, P. Kasperax, I. Katsanosbr, D. Kauaw, R. Kaurz, V. 
Kaushikbz, R. Kehoeca, S. Kermichen, N. Khalatyanal, A. Khanovbx, A. Kharchilavabq, Y.M. Kharzheevai, D. 
Khatidzebr, H. Kimae, T.J. Kimad, M.H. Kirbyah, M. Kirscht, B. Klimaax, J.M. Kohliz, J.-P. Konrathv, M. 
Kopalbw, V.M. Korableval, B. Kotharibr, A.V. Kozeloval, D. Kropbb, A. Kryemadhicc, T. Kuhlw, A. Kumarbq, 
S. Kunoribi, A. Kupcoj, T. Kurčas, J. Kvitah, D. Lambc, S. Lammersbr, G. Landsbergby, J. Lazofl oresaw, P. 
Lebruns, W.M. Leeax, A. Lefl atak, F. Lehnerao, J. Lellouchp, V. Lesnel, J. Levequeas, P. Lewisaq, J. Libz, L. 
Liav, Q.Z. Liax, S.M. Liettid, J.G.R. Limaaz, D. Lincolnax, J. Linnemannbm, V.V. Lipaeval, R. Liptonax, Y. 
Liuf, Z. Liue, L. Loboaq, A. Lobodenkoam, M. Lokajicekj, A. Lounisr, P. Loveap, H.J. Lubatticd, A.L. Lyonax, 
A.K.A. Macielb, D. Mackincb, R.J. Madarasat, P. Mättigy, C. Magasst, A. Magerkurthbl, N. Makoveco, P.K. 
Malbc, H.B. Malbouissonc, S. Malikbo, V.L. Malyshevai, H.S. Maoax, Y. Maravinbg, B. Martinm, R. 
McCarthybt, A. Melnitchoukbn, A. Mendesn, L. Mendozag, P.G. Mercadanted, M. Merkinak, K.W. Merrittax, 
A. Meyert, J. Meyeru, M. Michautq, T. Millets, J. Mitrevskibr, J. Molinac, R.K. Mommsenar, N.K. Mondalab, 
R.W. Mooree, T. Moulikbf, G.S. Muanzas, M. Muldersax, M. Mulhearnbr, O. Mundalu, L. Mundimc, E. 
Nagyn, M. Naimuddinax, M. Narainby, N.A. Naumannah, H.A. Nealbl, J.P. Negretg, P. Neustroevam, H. 
Nilsenv, C. Noedingv, A. Nomerotskiax, S.F. Novaesd, T. Nunnemannx, V. O’Dellax, D.C. O’Neile, G. 
Obrantam, C. Ochandoo, D. Onoprienkobg, N. Oshimaax, J. Ostabc, R. Oteci, G.J. Otero y Garzónay, M. 
Owenar, P. Padleycb, M. Pangilinanby, N. Parasharbd, S.-J. Parkbs, S.K. Parkad, J. Parsonsbr, R. Partridgeby, N. 
Paruabb, A. Patwabu, G. Pawloskicb, P.M. Pereaav, K. Petersar, Y. Petersy, P. Pétroffo, M. Petteniaq, R. 
Piegaiaa, J. Piperbm, M.-A. Pleieru, P.L.M. Podesta-Lermaaf, 3, V.M. Podstavkovax, Y. Pogorelovbc, M.-E. 
Polb, A. Pompošbw, B.G. Popebm, A.V. Popoval, C. Pottere, W.L. Prado da Silvac, H.B. Prosperaw, S. 
Protopopescubu, J. Qianbl, A. Quadtu, B. Quinnbn, A. Rakitineap, M.S. Rangelb, K.J. Raniab, K. Ranjanaa, 
P.N. Ratoffap, P. Renkelca, S. Reucroftbk, P. Richar, M. Rijssenbeekbt, I. Ripp-Baudotr, F. Rizatdinovabx, S. 
Robinsonaq, R.F. Rodriguesc, C. Royonq, P. Rubinovax, R. Ruchtibc, G. Safronovaj, G. Sajotm, A. Sánchez-
Hernándezaf, M.P. Sandersp, A. Santoroc, G. Savageax, L. Sawyerbh, T. Scanlonaq, D. Schailex, R.D. 
Schambergerbt, Y. Scheglovam, H. Schellmanba, P. Schieferdeckerx, T. Schliephakey, C. Schmitty, C. 
Schwanenbergerar, A. Schwartzmanbp, R. Schwienhorstbm, J. Sekaricaw, S. Senguptaaw, H. Severinibw, E. 
Shabalinaay, M. Shamimbg, V. Sharyq, A.A. Shchukinal, R.K. Shivpuriaa, D. Shpakovax, V. Siccardir, V. 
Simaki, V. Sirotenkoax, P. Skubicbw, P. Slatterybs, D. Smirnovbc, R.P. Smithax, G.R. Snowbo, J. Snowbv, S. 
Snyderbu, S. Söldner-Remboldar, L. Sonnenscheinp, A. Sopczakap, M. Sosebeebz, K. Soustruznikh, M. 
Souzab, B. Spurlockbz, J. Starkm, J. Steelebh, V. Stolinaj, A. Stoneay, D.A. Stoyanovaal, J. Strandbergbl, S. 
Strandbergan, M.A. Strangbq, M. Straussbw, R. Ströhmerx, D. Stromba, M. Strovinkat, L. Stutteax, S. 
Sumowidagdoaw, P. Svoiskybc, A. Sznajderc, M. Talbyn, P. Tamburelloas, A. Tanasijczuka, W. Taylore, P. 
Telfordar, J. Templeas, B. Tillerx, F. Tissandierl, M. Titovq, V.V. Tokmeninai, M. Tomotoax, T. Toolebi, I. 
Torchianiv, T. Trefzgerw, D. Tsybychevbt, B. Tuchmingq, C. Tullybp, P.M. Tutsbr, R. Unalanbm, L. Uvarovam, 
S. Uvarovam, S. Uzunyanaz, B. Vachone, P.J. van den Bergag, B. van Eijkai, R. Van Kootenbb, W.M. van 
Leeuwenag, N. Varelasay, E.W. Varnesas, A. Vartapetianbz, I.A. Vasilyeval, M. Vaupely, P. Verdiers, L.S. 
SEARCH FOR A HIGGS BOSON PRODUCED IN ASSOCIATION WITH A Z BOSON IN pp‾ COLLISIONS  211
Vertogradovai, M. Verzocchiax, F. Villeneuve-Seguieraq, P. Vintaq, E. Von Toernebg, M. Voutilainenbo, 4, M. 
Vreeswijkag, R. Wagnerbp, H.D. Wahlaw, L. Wangbi, M.H.L.S. Wangax, J. Warcholbc, G. Wattscd, M. 
Waynebc, G. Weberw, M. Weberax, H. Weertsbm, A. Wengerv, 5, N. Wermesu, M. Wetsteinbi, A. Whitebz, D. 
Wickey, G.W. Wilsonbf, S.J. Wimpennyav, M. Wobischbh, D.R. Woodbk, T.R. Wyattar, Y. Xieby, S. Yacoobba, 
R. Yamadaax, M. Yanbi, T. Yasudaax, Y.A. Yatsunenkoai, K. Yipbu, H.D. Yooby, S.W. Younba, C. Yum, J. Yubz, 
A. Yurkewiczbt, A. Zatserklyaniyaz, C. Zeitnitzy, D. Zhangax, T. Zhaocd, B. Zhoubl, J. Zhubt, M. Zielinskibs, 
D. Zieminskabb, A. Zieminskibb, L. Zivkovicbr, V. Zutshiaz and E.G. Zverevak
aUniversidad de Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina
bLAFEX, Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Físicas, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
cUniversidade do Estado do Rio de Janeiro, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
dInstituto de Física Teórica, Universidade Estadual Paulista, São Paulo, Brazil
eUniversity of Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta, Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, British Columbia, York University, Toronto, Ontario, and 
McGill University, Montreal, Quebec, Canada
fUniversity of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, People’s Republic of China
gUniversidad de los Andes, Bogotá, Colombia
hCenter for Particle Physics, Charles University, Prague, Czech Republic
iCzech Technical University, Prague, Czech Republic
jCenter for Particle Physics, Institute of Physics, Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic, Prague, Czech Republic
kUniversidad San Francisco de Quito, Quito, Ecuador
lLaboratoire de Physique Corpusculaire, IN2P3-CNRS, Université Blaise Pascal, Clermont-Ferrand, France
mLaboratoire de Physique Subatomique et de Cosmologie, IN2P3-CNRS, Universite de Grenoble 1, Grenoble, France
nCPPM, IN2P3-CNRS, Université de la Méditerranée, Marseille, France
oLaboratoire de l’Accélérateur Linéaire, IN2P3-CNRS et Université Paris-Sud, Orsay, France
pLPNHE, IN2P3-CNRS, Universités Paris VI and VII, Paris, France
qDAPNIA/Service de Physique des Particules, CEA, Saclay, France
rIPHC, Université Louis Pasteur et Université de Haute Alsace, CNRS, IN2P3, Strasbourg, France
sIPNL, Université Lyon 1, CNRS/IN2P3, Villeurbanne, and Université de Lyon, Lyon, France
tIII. Physikalisches Institut A, RWTH Aachen, Aachen, Germany
uPhysikalisches Institut, Universität Bonn, Bonn, Germany
vPhysikalisches Institut, Universität Freiburg, Freiburg, Germany
wInstitut für Physik, Universität Mainz, Mainz, Germany
xLudwig-Maximilians-Universität München, München, Germany
yFachbereich Physik, University of Wuppertal, Wuppertal, Germany
zPanjab University, Chandigarh, India
aaDelhi University, Delhi, India
abTata Institute of Fundamental Research, Mumbai, India
acUniversity College Dublin, Dublin, Ireland
adKorea Detector Laboratory, Korea University, Seoul, Republic of Korea
aeSungKyunKwan University, Suwon, Republic of Korea
afCINVESTAV, Mexico City, Mexico
agFOM-Institute NIKHEF and University of Amsterdam/NIKHEF, Amsterdam, The Netherlands
ahRadboud University Nijmegen/NIKHEF, Nijmegen, The Netherlands
aiJoint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna, Russia
ajInstitute for Theoretical and Experimental Physics, Moscow, Russia
akMoscow State University, Moscow, Russia
alInstitute for High Energy Physics, Protvino, Russia
amPetersburg Nuclear Physics Institute, St. Petersburg, Russia
anLund University, Lund, Royal Institute of Technology and Stockholm University, Stockholm, and Uppsala University, Uppsala, Sweden
aoPhysik Institut der Universität Zürich, Zürich, Switzerland
apLancaster University, Lancaster, United Kingdom
aqImperial College, London, United Kingdom
arUniversity of Manchester, Manchester, United Kingdom
asUniversity of Arizona, Tucson, AZ 85721, USA
atLawrence Berkeley National Laboratory and University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
auCalifornia State University, Fresno, CA 93740, USA
avUniversity of California, Riverside, CA 92521, USA
212 DØ COLLABORATION: ABAZOV ET AL. IN PHYSICS LETTERS B 655 (2007), 
Over the past two decades, increasingly precise 
experimental results have repeatedly validated the Standard 
Model (SM) and the relationship between gauge invariance 
and the embedded coupling strengths. For massive W and 
Z bosons, gauge invariance of the Lagrangian is preserved 
through the Higgs mechanism, but the Higgs boson (H) has 
yet to be observed. The current lower bound on the mass of 
the Higgs boson from direct experimental searches is MH = 
114.4 GeV/c2 at the 95% confi dence level [1]. Searches for pp‾ 
→ WH → e(μ)vbb‾ , pp‾ → WH → WWW*, and pp‾ → ZH → vv‾ bb‾  have 
been recently reported [2], [3] and [4]. The CDF Collaboration 
has recently reported results in the pp‾ → WH → v channel [5] 
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Abstract
We describe a search for the Standard Model Higgs boson with a mass of 105 GeV/c2 to 145 GeV/c2 in data corresponding 
to an integrated luminosity of approximately 450 pb−1 collected with the DØ detector at the Fermilab Tevatron pp‾ collider at 
a center-of-mass energy of 1.96 TeV. The Higgs boson is required to be produced in association with a Z boson, and the Z 
boson is required to decay to either electrons or muons with the Higgs boson decaying to a bb‾ pair. The data are well described 
by the expected background, leading to 95% confi dence level cross section upper limits σ (pp‾ → ZH) × (B(H → bb‾ ) in the 
range of 3.1 pb to 4.4 pb.
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and previously reported results in the pp‾ → WH → v and pp‾ → 
ZH →  + – bb‾ (ℓ = e,μ) channels with signifi cantly smaller data 
sets [6], [7] and [8]. This Letter provides the fi rst results from 
the DØ experiment of searches for a Higgs boson produced 
in association with a Z boson, which then decays either to 
an electron pair or to a muon pair. The Higgs is assumed to 
decay to a bb‾  pair with a branching fraction given by the SM. 
The Z( → ℓ + ℓ−)H channels reported in this Letter comprise 
major components of the search for a Higgs boson at the 
Tevatron collider.
Z bosons are reconstructed and identifi ed through pairs of 
isolated electrons or muons with large momentum components 
transverse to the beam direction (pT), having invariant mass 
consistent with that of the Z boson. Events are required to have 
exactly two jets identifi ed as arising from b quarks (b jets). 
The resulting data are examined for the presence of a (H → 
bb‾ ) signal in the b-tagged dijet mass distribution. An effi cient 
b-identifi cation algorithm with low misidentifi cation rate and 
good dijet mass resolution are essential to enhance signal 
relative to the backgrounds. The analysis of the dielectron 
[9] (dimuon [10]) channel is based on 450 ± 27 pb−1 (370 ± 
23 pb−1) of data recorded by the DØ experiment between 2002 
and 2004.
The DØ detector [11] and [12] has a central-tracking 
system consisting of a silicon microstrip tracker (SMT) and 
a central fi ber tracker (CFT), both located within a ≈ 2 T 
superconducting solenoidal magnet, with designs optimized 
for tracking and vertexing covering pseudorapidities |η| < 3 
and |η| < 2.5, respectively (η = −ln[tan(θ/2)], with θ the polar 
angle relative to the direction of the proton beam). Central and 
forward preshower detectors are positioned just outside of the 
superconducting coil. A liquid-argon and uranium calorimeter 
has a central section (CC) covering pseudorapidities up to 
|η|≈1.1 and two end calorimeters (EC) that extend coverage 
to |η| ≈ 4.2, with all three housed in separate cryostats [12]. 
An outer muon system, covering |η| < 2, consists of a layer of 
tracking detectors and scintillation trigger counters in front of 
1.8 T toroids, followed by two similar layers behind the toroids 
[13]. Luminosity is measured using plastic scintillator arrays 
placed in front of the EC cryostats [14].
The primary background to the Higgs signal is the associated 
production of a Z boson with jets arising from gluon radiation, 
among which Z + bb‾  production is an irreducible background. 
The other background sources are tt– production, diboson (ZZ 
and WZ) production, and events from multijet production that 
are misidentifi ed as containing Z bosons. The backgrounds 
are grouped into two categories with the fi rst category, called 
physics backgrounds, containing events with Z or W bosons 
arising from SM processes: inclusive Z + bb‾  production, 
inclusive Z + jj production in which j is a jet without b fl avor, 
tt–, ZZ, and WZ events. This background is estimated from 
simulation as described below. The second category, called 
instrumental background, contains those events from multijet 
production that have two jets misidentifi ed as isolated electrons 
or muons which appear to arise from the Z boson decay. This 
background is modeled using control data samples and the 
procedure described below.
Physics backgrounds are simulated using the leading order 
ALPGEN [15] and PYTHIA [16] event generators, with the leading 
order CTEQ5L [17] used as parton distribution functions. The 
decay and fragmentation of heavy fl avor hadrons is done 
via EVTGEN [18]. The simulated events are passed through a 
detailed DØ detector simulation program based on GEANT [19] 
and are reconstructed using the same software program used 
to reconstruct the collider data. The ZH signal, for a range of 
Higgs masses, is also simulated using PYTHIA with the same 
processing as applied to data. Determination of the instrumental 
background and the normalization of the physics backgrounds 
are discussed below.
Candidate Z → ee events are selected using a combination 
of single-electron triggers. Accepted events must have two 
isolated electromagnetic (EM) clusters reconstructed offl ine in 




(0.2) in which  Etotal
(0.4) is the total calorimeter energy within 
ΔR < 0.4 of the electron direction and EEM
(0.2) is the energy in 
the electromagnetic portion of the calorimeter within ΔR < 0.2 
of the electron direction. Candidate electrons must satisfy I < 
0.15. Each EM cluster must have pT > 20 GeV/c and either 
|ηdet| < 1.1 or 1.5 < |ηdet| < 2.5, where ηdet is the pseudorapidity 
measured relative to the center of the detector, with at least 
one cluster satisfying |ηdet| < 1.1. In addition, the lateral and 
longitudinal shower shape of the energy cluster must be 
consistent with that expected of electrons. At least one of the 
two EM clusters is also required to have a reconstructed track 
matching the position of the EM cluster energy. Events with a 
dielectron mass of 75 < Mee < 105 GeV/c
2 form the Z boson 
candidate sample in the dielectron channel.
Candidate Z → μ+μ− events are selected using a set of 
single-muon triggers. Accepted events must have two isolated 
muons reconstructed offl ine. The muons must have opposite 
charge, pT > 15 GeV/c, and |η| < 2.0 with muon trajectories 
matched to tracks in the central tracking system (i.e., the SMT 
and the CFT), where the central track must contain at least one 
SMT measurement. In addition, the central tracks are required 
to have a distance of closest approach to the interaction vertex 
in the transverse plane smaller than 0.25 cm. Muon isolation 
is based on the sum of the energy measured in the calorimeter 
around the muon candidate and the sum of the pT of tracks 
within ΔR = ((Δφ)2 + (Δη)2)½ = 0.5 of the muon candidate 
normalized by the muon momentum. The distribution of this 
variable in background multihadron events is converted to a 
probability distribution such that a low probability corresponds 
to an isolated muon. The product of the probabilities for both 
muons in an event is computed, and the event is retained if the 
product is less than 0.02. Accepted Z boson candidates must 
have the opening angle of the dimuon system in the transverse 
plane (azimuth) of Δφ > 0.4, and invariant mass 65 < Mμμ < 
115 GeV/c2. The Δφ requirement is used to protect against 
potential residual, diffi cult to model background from low 
mass dimuon production in which one of the muons is badly 
mismeasured. It is present in the preselection but has essentially 
no impact after the dimuon mass requirement. This mass range 
differs from that of the dielectrons because of the difference in 
resolutions of electron energies and muon momenta.
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After selecting the Z candidate events, we defi ne a Z + 
dijet sample which, in addition to satisfying the Z candidate 
selection requirements, has at least two jets in each event. Jets 
are reconstructed from energy in calorimeter towers using the 
Run II cone algorithm with ΔR = 0.5 [20] with towers defi ned 
as non-overlapping, adjacent regions of the calorimeter Δη× 
Δφ = 0.1×0.1 in size. The transverse momentum of each jet is 
corrected for multiple pp‾ interactions, calorimeter noise, out-
of-cone showering in the calorimeter, and energy response of 
the calorimeter as determined from the transverse momentum 
imbalance in photon + jet events [21]. Only jets that pass 
standard quality requirements and satisfy pT > 20 GeV/c and 
|η| < 2.5 are used in this analysis. The quality requirements 
are based on the pattern of energy deposition within a jet and 
consistency with the energy deposition measured by the trigger 
system.
For the Z → ee channel, the normalizations of the smaller 
tt̄, WZ and ZZ backgrounds are computed using simulated 
events and next-to-leading-order (NLO) cross sections. The 
cross sections were computed using the MCFM [22] program 
and the next-to-leading order CTEQ6M [23] parton distribution 
functions. Trigger effi ciency, electron identifi cation (ID) 
effi ciency and resolution correction factors are derived from 
comparisons of data control samples and simulated events. 
The background contributions from Z + jj, Z + bj and Z + 
bb‾  processes are normalized to the observed Z + dijet data 
yield reduced by the expected contributions from the smaller 
physics and instrumental backgrounds. The relative fractions 
of the Z + jj, Z + bj and Z + bb‾  backgrounds in the Z + dijet 
sample are determined from the acceptance and selection 
effi ciencies multiplied by the ratios of the NLO cross sections 
for these processes again computed using MCFM with CTEQ6M 
parton distribution functions. For the Z → μ+μ− channel, all 
physics backgrounds are determined using simulated events 
with NLO cross sections again determined using MCFM and 
CTEQ6M. Trigger effi ciency, muon ID effi ciency, and resolution 
correction factors are derived from comparison of data control 
samples and the simulated events.
Instrumental backgrounds in both channels are determined 
by fi tting the dilepton invariant mass distributions to a sum 
of non-Z and Z boson contributions. The Z boson lineshape 
is modeled using a Breit–Wigner distribution convoluted 
with a Gaussian representing detector resolution. The non-Z 
background, consisting of a sum of events from Drell–Yan 
production and instrumental background, is modeled using 
exponentials. The ratio of Z boson to non-resonant Drell–Yan 
production is fi xed by the Standard Model.
The (two) jets arising from Higgs boson decay should 
contain b-fl avored quarks, whereas background from Z + jets 
has relatively few events with b jets. To improve the signal-
to-background ratio, two of the jets in the events from the Z + 
dijet sample are required to exhibit properties consistent with 
those of jets containing b quarks. The same b-jet identifi cation 
algorithm [24] is used for the dielectron and dimuon samples. 
It is based on the fi nite lifetime of b hadrons giving a low 
probability that these tracks appear to arise from the primary 
vertex and considers all central tracks associated with a jet. 
A small probability corresponds to jets with tracks with 
large impact parameter, as expected in b hadron decays. The 
effi ciency for tagging a b jet from Higgs decay is approximately 
50%, determined as described in the next paragraph. The 
probability of misidentifying a jet arising from a charm quark 
as a b jet is roughly 20%. The inclusive Z + dijet sample has 
a cc̄ content of roughly 2.3%. The probability to misidentify 
a jet arising from a light quark (u, d, s) or gluon as a b jet 
is roughly 4%. This choice of effi ciency and purity optimizes 
the sensitivity of the analysis. The relatively large per-jet light-
fl avor misidentifi cation rate can be accommodated because 
two tagged jets are required in each event.
For background yields determined from simulated events, 
the probability as a function of jet pT and η that a jet of a given 
fl avor would be identifi ed (tagged) as a b jet is applied to each 
jet in an event. The probability functions are derived from 
control data samples [25]. For jets in the simulated events, the 
fl avor is determined from a priori knowledge of the parton that 
gives rise to the jet. The probability of having two b-tagged jets 
is defi ned by convoluting the per-jet probabilities assuming 
there are no jet-to-jet correlations introduced by the b-tag 
requirement. The observed number of Z + 2 b-jet events and 
the predicted background levels are shown in Table 1. 
The invariant mass of the two b jets in the Z + 2 b jet sample 
is shown in Figure 1. This distribution is searched for an excess 
of events. The peak position in the dijet mass spectrum is 
expected to be at a lower value than the hypothetical Higgs 
mass because the jet energy is corrected to refl ect the energy 
of particles in the jet cone without a general correction for 
the lower b-jet response compared with light jets. If any 
good muon is within ΔR < 0.5 of the jet, then twice the muon 
momentum is added to the jet momentum (after applying the 
standard jet correction). This is an approximation to the energy 
of both the muon and the accompanying neutrino. The expected 
contribution from Higgs boson production shown in Figure 1 
corresponds to MH = 115 GeV/c
2. 
Systematic uncertainties for signal and background arise 
from a variety of sources, including uncertainties on the 
trigger effi ciency, on the corrections for differences between 
Figure 1. The dijet invariant mass distribution in double-tagged Z + dijet 
events. The Higgs signal corresponds to MH = 115 GeV/c
2. (The uncertainties 
are statistical only.) 
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data and simulation for lepton reconstruction and identifi cation 
effi ciencies, lepton energy resolution, jet reconstruction 
effi ciencies and energy determination, b-identifi cation 
effi ciency, uncertainties from theory and parton distribution 
functions for cross sections used for simulated events and 
uncertainties on the method used for instrumental background 
estimates. The luminosity measurement has an uncertainty of 
6.1%. This uncertainty is applied as systematic uncertainty to 
the background predictions which are absolutely normalized 
using simulation and to the luminosity input to the limit 
calculation. The uncertainties from these sources are shown in 
Table 2. These are evaluated by varying each of the corrections 
by ±1σ, by comparing different methods (for the instrumental 
backgrounds), and by varying the parton distribution functions 
among the 20 error sets provided as part of the CTEQ6L 
library. The variations seen for different processes for a given 
uncertainty arise because of differences among the various 
background processes and because of intrinsic differences in 
the kinematic spectra from different Higgs mass hypotheses. 
The observed yield is consistent with background 
predictions. Upper limits on the ZH production cross section 
are derived at 95% confi dence level using the CLs method 
[26], a modifi ed frequentist procedure, with a log-likelihood 
ratio classifi er. The shapes of full dijet invariant-mass spectra 
of the signal and background histogrammed in 5 GeV/c2 bins 
are used to produce likelihoods that the data are consistent 
with the background-only hypothesis or with a background 
plus signal hypothesis. Systematic uncertainties are folded into 
the likelihoods via Gaussian distribution, with correlations 
maintained throughout. The data yield, predicted backgrounds 
and expected and observed limits are shown in Table 3 for 
fi ve hypothetical Higgs masses. The limits are also shown in 
Figure 2. The mass window in Table 3 is used for illustration. 
It is centered on the mean of the reconstructed Higgs mass 
in simulated ZH events and has a width of ±1.5σ in which σ 
is the result of a Gaussian fi t to the reconstructed dijet mass 
distribution. The upper bounds differ slightly between the Z → 
ee and Z → μ+μ− events because of different resolutions. 
In summary, we have carried out a search for associated ZH 
production in events having two high-pT electrons or muons 
and two jets identifi ed as arising from b quarks. Consistency 
is found between data and background predictions. A 95% 
confi dence level upper limit on the Higgs boson cross section 
σ(pp‾ → ZH) × B(H → bb‾) is set between 4.4 pb and 3.1 pb for 
Higgs bosons with mass between 105 GeV/c2 and 145 GeV/c2, 
respectively. 
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Total background 463 493 956 4.5 7.8 12.3
      
Observed events 463 545 1008 5 10 15
Table 2. Systematic uncertainty in background and signal predictions 
given as the fractional uncertainty on the event totals. The ranges 
correspond to variations introduced by different processes 
(background), the dijet mass window requirement (background and 
signal) and intrinsic differences in kinematics arising from different 
hypothesized Higgs masses (signal) 
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Trigger effi ciency 1% 1%
Luminosity 3% 6.1%
Instrumental background 2% (ee) 
 12% (μμ)
Figure 2. The expected and observed cross–section limits are shown as 
a function of Higgs mass. The cross section based on the SM is shown for 
comparison. 
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